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6) |EI Claim(s) 14,15,25,26 and 28-32 is/are rejected. 
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RESPONSE TO AMENDMENT 

The previous office action mailed 11-25-09 improperly indicated that it was non- 
final. The non-final action mailed 11-25-09 is hereby withdrawn and a final rejection is 
newly mailed. The time period for response is started from the mail date of this final 
office action. 

The amendment filed 8-13-09 has been entered into the record. Claims 1-13, 16-24 
and 27 have been cancelled. Claims 14, 15, 25, 26 and 28-35 are pending and under 
examination. 

The text of Title 35 of the U.S. Code not reiterated herein can be found in the 
previous office action. 

Rejections Maintained 

Claim 14, 15, 25, 26 and 28-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Frankel et al (US Patent No. 6,099,848, issued August 8, 2000) in view 
of Frazao et al (WO 99/07861, published 18 February 1999) and Loessner et al (Molecular 
Microbiology, 35(2):324-340, 2000) is maintained for all reasons made of record. 

Applicant's arguments have been carefully considered but are not persuasive. 
Applicants argue and impermissible obvious to try standard and Applicants submit that, in 
view of the art iscussed further below, one or ordinary skill in the art would have had no 
such beliefs. Accordingly, and contrary to the Examiner's assertions, the ordinary skilled 
artisan would not have predicted with any reasonable expectation of success that a 
listeriophage attP site identified in silico by Loessner et al. could provide for an 
integration vector capable of integrase mediated site-specific Listeria genome integration, 
which in turn would provide for cells that are transformed with an integration vector 
capable of integrase mediated site-specific Listeria genome integration as recited by the 
pending claims. Applicants present multiple references to indicate that the references as 
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combined do not teach how to modify the attachment sites to provide for site-specific 
integration because sequences outside of the attachment site may be required and as such 
the skilled artisan would not believe that such could be substituted. This is not 
persuasive, the skill in this art is very high and the determination of such mere routine. 
The use of phage attachment sites in integration vectors is so standard in this art that 
chapters have been written on the subject (Smith et al eds Methods in Microbiology, 
Volume 29, Genetic Methods for Divers Prokaryotes, Academic Press Inc. 1999, pages 117- 
118.) For example, Smith et al teach that "Plasmids that integrate site-specifically into 
the bacterial chromosome to give a stable single copy insertion are relatively easy to 
construct and are used widely." Smith et al go on to indicate that "The ease with which 
these vectors can be constructed has meant that characterization of the integrase has 
become a primary aim in the analysis of any new phage or integrating plasmid." (page 117) 
Simth et al also teach the routine means of identifying the components for integration and 
means for identification of such using search algorithims from PROSITE and PFAM (page 
118, last paragraph). As such, the identification of attachments sites capable of 
integration is routine in this hightly developed art. Such is also exemplified by art, as the 
art is replete with the use of two vector and single vector site specific integration vectors 
using phage attachment sites. See for example Yang et al (Journal of Bacteriology, 
184(7):1859-1864, 2002), Rossignol et al (FEMS Microbiology Letters, 213:45-49, 2002); 
Moreau et al, (Microbiology 145:539-548, 1999), Luong et al, (Journal of Microbiological 
Methods 70:186-189, 2007 citing Lee et al Gene 103:101-105, 1991), McShan et al 
(Methods in Cell Science 20:51-57, 1998) and Lillehaug et al (Gene 188:129-136, 1997) all 
of which teach integration vectors containing bacteriophage integrases and attachment 
sites for site-specific gene insertion. Therefore, it is the position of the office that the 
art in this area is highly developed and that the combination provides for a reasonable 
expectation of success where multiple bacteriophage attachment sites and integrases 
from numerous other bacteria have been successfully used to make and use site-specific 
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integration vectors and are in wide use in the art. Therefore, in view of the routine nature 
of construction of site specific vectors comprising bacteriophage attachment sites and 
integrases from numerous other bacteria, one skilled in this art would have a reasonable 
expectation of success. Applicants argue that the attachment sites and integreases of 
the combination are untested. Merely, because the sequences are untested does not 
indicate that they are ineffective for the intended purpose as combined and the 
identification and use of such were characterized by the art as relatively easy to 
construct. Applicants argue that the metes and bounds of the attachment site differ 
between bacteria and use of one cannot predict use of any other. This is not persuasive 
because the characterization of the attachment site for use in the integration vector is 
routine in the art. Applicants argue that the ordinary skilled artisan would have believed 
that it unreasonable to expect that a postulated attachment site from any phage would be 
function outside the context of the phage genome. This is not persuasive in view of the 
wide use of bacteriophage attachment sites in site-specific integration vectors. 35 USC 
103 does not require absolute prediction of success but a reasonable expectation thereof. 
In view of the plethora of successes in the art, the skilled artisan would reasonably have 
been able to use the information on attachment sites in Listeriophages to construct a 
Listeria site-specif ic integration vector for use in the method as claimed. Applicants 
references indicate that it is clear that the skilled artisan would have been aware in 
certain instances that sequences surrounding the attachment site were required for 
integration. The position of the office is that it is routine to determine the attachment 
site for competent integration and that the art as combined directs one skilled in the art 
to construction of site-specific integration vectors for Listeria, that making integration 
competent site-specific vectors in general for the bacterial art was routine and 
widespread in the art and that the identified sequences as combined function for their 
intended purpose. Applicants arguments indicating a lack of reasonable expectation of 
success and impermissible obvious to try are therefore not persuasive. 
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For these and all the other reasons of record the rejection maintained. 
Status of Claims 

Claims 14, 15, 25, 26 and 28-34 stand rejected. Claims 33, 34 and 35 are objected 
to as depending from the rejected independent claim. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patricia A. Duffy whose telephone number is 571-272- 
0855. The examiner can generally be reached on M-Th 7:30 am - 6:00 pm. If attempts to 
reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's Supervisors, Robert 
Mondesi can be reached at 571-272-0956. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 



/Patricia A. Duffy/ 
Primary Examiner 



